SOME  CRITICS  OF   AUTHORITARIANISM
need not return to it. His passionate defence of moral purity,
pushed to a Puritan extreme to which many a Puritan would
refuse to follow him, forms one of the most fascinating chapters
in the history of French ethics, but would take us too far.1
On the dangers of power Proudhon was clear and emphatic.
He might easily have echoed Lincoln's warning as to no man
being really fit to exercise authority. Refusing to be overawed
by the sacred majesty of the State, he saw the very simple fact
that the authority of the State is exercised by individuals over
individuals, and is equally demoralizing for both parties. It
was high time that the nature of such an authority and the
need for it should be questioned.
What is the alleged aim of government ? To maintain justice
between men ? What a tragic farce, exclaims Proudhon, with
an unconscious echo of Pascal; as if justice could be realized
by coercion! The basis of justice, as we have seen, is the
individual's consciousness of his personal dignity, his right to
be respected, his claim to economic equality with his moral
equals. Do we find the State, or for that matter the Church,
using authority for the furtherance of justice so understood ?
To put the question is to answer it: the justice of politico-
ecclesiastical authority is the maintenance of an unjust status
quo^ demanding obedience from fear and denying the essence
of all morality, the real freedom of the individual. " Govern-
ments were meant to defend each one in his person, his work,
his property. It has become in fact the defender of the rich
against the poor. As to the judicial code, it isn't justice, it is
vengeance, iniquitous and ruthless."2
Nor is there really anything to choose between various forms
of government: " There are no two forms of government, but
one only—monarchy, with more or less of a hierarchy, more
or less concentration, more or less equilibrium, according to
1	His desire for sexual purity led him to deny the validity of sexual desire
even in marriage. As to his " atheism," it seems to have been mainly a denial
of the God held forth in current Catholicism, together with a refusal to make
ethics dependent on religious revelation. His was in many ways a deeply
religious mind.
2	De la Revolution, pp. 143, 312.
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